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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the' maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 September 2006 . 
2a)C3 This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) KI Claim(s) 1,3,4,6-13,16 and 17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1, 3-4, 6-13 and 16-17 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Prosecution History Summary 

Claims 2, 5 and 14-15 have been canceled. 

Claims 1, 3-4, 6-13 and 16-17 are pending in the instant application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1, 3-4, 6-13 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph. 

Referring to claims 1, 3-4, 6-13 and 16-17 . Claims 1, 3-4, 6-13 and 16-17 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written 
description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. Claim 1 was amended to recite retrieving and providing product data 
from a plurality of "website domains ." Nowhere does the specification as originally filed 
disclose retrieving and providing product data from a plurality of "website domains ." 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-4, 6-13 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Yagasaki (U.S. Patent No. 6,125,353) in view of Musgrove (U.S. 

Patent No. 6,725,222). 

Referring to claim 1 . Yagasaki discloses a computer-implemented method for 
collecting product data to facilitate at least one of searching, viewing and purchasing of 
products at a single shopping website, comprising: 

• Retrieving, by a host computer, product data from a plurality of websites 
(Yagasaki: at least Fig. 6, "Product Description URL") associated with providers 
(Yagasaki: at least Fig. 4), wherein said product data is to be provided to a user 
(Yagasaki: at least Fig. 7); 

• Creating a normalized data feed from said product data (Yagasaki: at least 
column 7, lines 28-48); 

• Determining a source of said normalized data feed, wherein said source is at 
least one of suppliers an said providers (Yagasaki: at least column 7, lines 28- 
48); 

• Parsing said normalized data feed into categorized data elements to determine 
when a category exists in a product table which corresponds to a categorized 
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data element (Yagasaki: at least column 8, lines 28-54), wherein said 
categorized data element is added to a buffer table when said category does not 
exist and said categorized data element is integrated with stored product data 
within said product table when said category exists to create integrated data 
(Yagasaki: at least Fig. 9); and 
• Providing said integrated data to said user such that said user may utilize a 
single shopping website to search for, compare prices and order said products, 
wherein said products are associated with said product data from a plurality of 
said websites, wherein each of said websites may be associated with a different 
provider (Yagasaki: at least Fig. 7 and Fig. 8). 

Yagasaki does not expressly disclose retrieving and providing product data from 
a plurality of website domains . However Yagasaki does disclose a product master table 
33, which stores information on online products, where each data entry is identified by a 
unique product code. More specifically, each product is defined by its product name, 
unit price, Uniform Resource Locator (URL) of product description screen, store code, 
first category code #1, and second category code #2. The product description URL 
shows the address of an HTML document that describes the specification of each 
product (Yagasaki: at least column 5, lines 53-67). Musgrove discloses retrieving and 
providing product data from a plurality of website domains, whereby a user can select 
products for purchase from plural merchant servers by examining product information . 
stored on a shopping server (Musgrove: at least Abstract). 
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At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to have modified the method of Yagasaki to have included the 
teachings of Musgrove in order to seamlessly integrate plural on-line merchants into a 
single shopping interface (Musgrove: at least column 3, lines 28-29). 

Yagasaki in view of Musgrove do not expressly disclose retrieving, by a host 
computer, product data from a plurality of websites associated with a plurality of at least 
of affiliated and non-affiliated providers . The Examiner notes, this difference is only 
found in the nonfunctional descriptive material and does not alter how the retrieving step 
is to be performed to achieve the utility of the invention. Thus this descriptive material 
will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see 
In re Gulack, 703 F. 2d, 1381, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 
1983). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to retrieve information from any type of provider, 
because such provider type does not functionally relate to the steps in the method 
claimed. 

Referring to claim 3 . Yagasaki further discloses a method wherein said parsing 
comprises matching product producer names and product producer product identifiers 
from said categorized data elements to product producer names and product producer 
identifiers from said stored product data (Yagasaki: at least Fig. 6). 



Application/Control Number: 09/882,368 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3625 

Referring to claim 4 . Yagasaki further discloses a method wherein said parsing 
comprises matching product SKUs from said categorized data elements to product 
SKUs in said stored product data (Yagasaki: at least Fig. 8: "Product Code"). 

Referring to claim 6 . Yagasaki further discloses a method wherein said providers 
comprise at least one of merchants and canonical suppliers (Yagasaki: at least Fig. 4). 

The Examiner notes, the type of supplier does not contribute structurally to the 
claimed device since the type of supplier is not related to how the method is being 
performed. The type of supplier can be categorized as non-functional descriptive 
language and is given little patentable weight. 

Referring to claim 7 . Yagasaki further discloses a method comprising indexing 
said stored product data and forwarding said indexed stored product data to at least one 
searchable database (Yagasaki: at least Fig. 7: "Product Search"). 

Referring to claim 8 . Yagasaki further discloses a method wherein said at least 
one searchable database has at least one mirrored database (Yagasaki: at least column 
5, lines 53-67). 

Referring to claim 9 . Yagasaki further discloses a method wherein said indexed 
stored product data comprises index meta-data and indexed data (Yagasaki: at least 
column 5, lines 53-67). 

Referring to claim 10 . Yagasaki further discloses a method wherein said at least 
one searchable database is load balanced with, at least one mirrored database 
(Yagasaki: at least column 5, lines 53-67). 
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Referring to claim 11 . Yagasaki further discloses a method comprising updating 
at least one priced products database with said stored product data (Yagasaki: at least 
claim 5). 

Referring to claim 12 . Yagasaki further discloses a method comprising 
examining said buffer and determining that at least one entry in said buffer contains 
product data which may be entered with said stored product data (Yagasaki: at least 
claim 5). 

Referring to claim 13 . Yagasaki further discloses a method comprising 
categorizing said at least one entry (Yagasaki: at least Fig. 6). 
Referring to claim 16 . The method further comprising 

• Parsing said product data according to data types to determine, by said host 
computer, whether a second portion of said product data may not be added to 
said stored product data within said database (Yagasaki: at least column 8, lines 
28-54); and 

• Adding said second portion to a buffer (Yagasaki: at least column 8, lines 28-54). 
Referring to claim 17 . The method wherein one of said data types includes at 

least one of product description, price, merchant information, manufacturer information, 
and image (Yagasaki: at least Fig. 6). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the pending claims have been considered 
but are not persuasive. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112 

The applicant argues that the specification complies with the written description 
requirement, and that the inventor(s) had possession of the claimed invention at the 
time the application was filed. More specifically, the applicant argues that the 
specification inherently discloses retrieving and providing product data from a plurality of 
website domains , wherein a "domain" is an inherent element of a URL. 

In the response filed by the applicant on 3/2/2006, the applicant argued that 
Yagasaki discloses retrieving a relative URL, wherein said relative URL is 
representative of a relative webpage. The applicant further expanded upon the 
differences between retrieving a relative URL versus receiving a website domain. The 
specification as originally filed provides support for a URL, but as noted previously by 
the applicant a URL does not always inherently contain a "domain" element. The terms 
and phrases used in the claims must find clear support or antecedent basis in the 
description so that the meaning of the terms in the claims may be ascertainable by 
reference to the description 



Application/Control Number: 09/882,368 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3625 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

The applicant argues that Yagasaki does not expressly disclose parsing said 
normalized data feed into categorized data elements to determine when a category 
exists in a product table which corresponds to a categorized data element, wherein said 
categorized data element is added to a buffer table when said category does not exist 
and said categorized data element is integrated with stored product data within said 
product table when said category exists to create integrated data. 

The Examiner notes, Yagasaki teaches a mall server that classifies products into 
a plurality of categories to allow a customer to search for a desired product (Yagasaki: 
column 2, lines 9-27), i.e. parsing normalized data feeds into categorized data 
elements. Yagasaki further discloses a product master table 33 that stores information 
on online products. Each product is defined by its product name, unit price, Uniform 
Resource Locator (URL), etc. Store operators register such data contents (Yagasaki: 
column 5, lines 53-66), i.e. adding categorized data elements to a buffer table. 

The Examiner further notes, Yagasaki discloses a method wherein each member 
company can reduce their workloads necessary for updating their databases for 
registration and deletion of product entries. Since the method of Yagasaki does not 
require any administrative work other than the registration of starting dates and ending 
dates to the category master table, the operator's workload to maintain the mall server 
is reduced. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew S. Gart whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3955. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

MSG 

Primary Examiner ~ /L-~~^ 

October 22, 2006 / U/^ 




